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than it is today. As great as it is, as 
just as it is, it can be better, if we real-
ize that we must have it as a Nation 
with justice for all. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank you for giving 
us this time to commemorate an ex-
traordinary experience in the lives of 
each one of us. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleagues. 
I honor and thank my brother, JOHN 
LEWIS; and I thank my friend, Doug 
Tanner. 

Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
today I join a number of my colleagues 
in commemorating the 35th anniver-
sary of the Voting Rights March from 
Selma to Montgomery. I was honored 
to be a part of the Faith and Politics 
Institute’s Congressional Civil Rights 
pilgrimage a couple of weeks ago. It 
was powerful to hear from those who 
had experienced the struggle first- 
hand. It was informative to learn about 
these historic events while actually at 
the sites. It was inspiring to walk in 
the same places as those who stood up 
for justice. 

Thirty-five years ago, our country 
experienced some of the lowest and 
highest points in our history. On the 
one hand, law enforcement agents and 
elected officials violently opposed the 
basic democratic right of voting for Af-
rican Americans. On the other hand, 
ministers, students and regular citi-
zens stood up for their most basic 
rights as Americans. Congress re-
sponded by passing the Voting Rights 
Act of 1965, one of the crowning 
achievements of the Civil Rights Move-
ment. 

Unfortunately, the work of Martin 
Luther King and JOHN LEWIS and so 
many others is still unfinished. We 
have made many strides toward equal 
rights and progress toward racial 
equality. But the issues surrounding 
race remain among the biggest chal-
lenges facing our country. When we re-
view our country’s legacy around slav-
ery, the historical record is still in-
complete. 

One of the items on that unfinished 
agenda is that the U.S. government has 
never apologized for its role in slavery. 
A few years ago, I saw a television pro-
gram with a Black minister and a 
White minister commemorating Dr. 
Martin Luther King’s birthday. They 
stated that there had never been an of-
ficial apology for slavery. With my 
country’s Civil War, all that President 
Abraham Lincoln achieved and the suc-
cesses of the Civil Rights Movement, I 
found that hard to believe. 

So I went to the Library of Congress 
and discovered that they were right— 
no one in the Government of the 
United States had ever apologized for 
slavery. Therefore, I set out to correct 
this glaring omission in history. On 
June 12, 1997, I introduced my simple 
resolution without any fanfare. 

What happened next was a complete 
surprise. It exploded on the political 

scene at about the same time President 
Clinton was conducting his ‘‘National 
Dialogue on Race.’’ Both conservatives 
and liberals, blacks and whites dis-
missed it as ‘‘a meaningless gesture’’ 
or ‘‘an avoidance of problem-solving.’’ 
After considering it, President Clinton 
decided not to apologize because of the 
fear of legal ramifications. 

I received hundreds of letters and 
phone calls about the apology. Most of 
the people I heard from opposed the 
idea and some were blatantly racist 
and hateful. Very few people stood up 
and defended the idea and necessity of 
an apology. At times, I felt very alone 
in this struggle to do what I know is 
right. 

I know that my resolution will not 
fix the lingering injustice resulting 
from slavery. But reconciliation begins 
with an apology. I hope this apology 
will be the start of a new healing be-
tween the races. I introduced the reso-
lution because it is the right thing to 
do. 

Many of the opponents to the apol-
ogy argued that slavery had been abol-
ished over a century ago and no one 
alive in the United States today had 
been a slave or a slave owner. But that 
ignores the fact that slavery’s effects 
are still with us. 

Just one of the many examples of 
slavery’s legacy is in terms of assets. 
Slaves, of course, were not able to earn 
any money or pass on an inheritance to 
their children. When African-Ameri-
cans were freed after the Civil War, 
they started at a distinct disadvantage. 
Then they were shackled with Jim 
Crow laws and segregation that pre-
vented them from truly entering into 
society. Only within the last two gen-
erations have descendants of slaves le-
gally able to join American society. 
Not only was it not a level playing 
field, the game itself was stacked 
against people of color. 

Now in the 21st Century in the rich-
est nation in the world, blacks control 
only 1.3 percent of the nation’s finan-
cial assets, while they are around 12 
percent of the population. Whites pos-
sess a staggering 95 percent. Almost 
two-thirds of black households have no 
net financial assets. Blacks and whites 
with equal incomes possess very un-
equal shares of wealth. 

Our work is obviously not finished. I 
am proud to stand up with my col-
leagues and voice my support for ef-
forts that promote racial reconcili-
ation. My special thanks to JOHN LEWIS 
and AMO HOUGHTON for organizing the 
pilgrimage to Alabama and the ongoing 
‘‘Congressional Conversations on 
Race.’’ I look forward a time when the 
record is corrected and we can truly 
celebrate the accomplishments that 
have brought about ‘‘One America.’’ 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 

may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the special order just given. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr 
WELDON of Florida). Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
f 

NIGHTSIDE CHAT ON TOPICS OF 
CONCERN TO AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. MCINNIS) is recognized for 60 
minutes. 

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, once 
again we are here this evening for a lit-
tle nightside chat. There are a number 
of different subjects I would like to 
cover this evening. 

I would like to start out by talking 
about the loss of a good friend that I 
had last week, just a short comment in 
that regard. We are going to move on 
and talk about the Congressional 
Medal of Honor. We lost one of our he-
roes. If you want a true definition of 
hero, take a look at the people that 
serve in our military forces. We lost 
one in Colorado. I will talk a little 
about him. Then I want to move on and 
talk about the Alcohol, Tobacco, and 
Firearms people. 

We had a very interesting item in 
Colorado over the weekend about the 
enforcement, or lack of enforcement, 
by the Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms 
department in their inspections regard-
ing firearms sales. As you know, across 
the country guns have become some-
what of a sensitive issue. 

Now, last week when I addressed you, 
we talked a little on Operation Exile. I 
know that my colleague, the gen-
tleman from the State of Florida (Mr. 
MCCOLLUM), is going to introduce a bill 
tomorrow to assist our local States and 
our local communities on their Project 
Exile, so we will highlight a little of 
what he is attempting to do. We will 
talk about our public awareness cam-
paign and talk about some of the re-
sponsibilities of gun ownership. 

Then, if we have some time this 
evening, I would like to touch again on 
the death tax. As many of you know, 
that is a very punitive tax in our sys-
tem. It is a tax that has devastating 
impacts on small businesses, has dev-
astating impacts on farms and ranches 
across the country; and, frankly, this 
is not a justified tax. 

It is a tax supported by the adminis-
tration. In fact, the administration has 
proposed a $9.5 billion increase in the 
death tax this year. I am confident 
that we can stop that. But just so you 
no, there is a big difference of opinion 
on the policy of the Democratic admin-
istration to raise death taxes and our 
position on the Republican side that 
says death taxes are fundamentally un-
fair, they are unjustified, and they 
should be eliminated in this country. 
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But we will get to all that in due 

time. Let us start first of all with just 
a comment about a friend of mine, a 
classmate of mine, a fellow named 
Richard. I will not go into his last 
name, but I want to tell Members, my 
friend committed suicide last week. 

I hope that in your walks of life, 
sometimes we get so busy that we for-
get that some people have some de-
mons within them that they cannot 
control, that they are having a dif-
ficult time with life. 

What I try and do, and it just came 
back home this last week when I was 
at the service of this gentleman, and he 
really was, I think he had some demons 
he could not control; but it brought 
back the thought that, gosh, any time 
we see somebody in some despair, we 
should always urge them, before they 
take that step, that ultimate and in 
some regards very selfish step of sui-
cide, urge them to call a suicide watch 
or get some assistance. 

I am confident that my friend, had 
my friend just had a few more minutes 
of being able to calm down and think 
out the situation, we would have avoid-
ed a tragedy; not so much just a trag-
edy to my friend, but a tragedy to his 
friends, to his family, to his wife, and 
to his children. His wife, Anna, is a 
splendid person. She now faces a tre-
mendous challenge ahead with these 
children. 

The circumstances of this suicide 
were tragic. I think the circumstances 
of any suicide are tragic. And if there 
is a justification for mental health as-
sistance in this country, it is that sui-
cide tragedy that takes place across 
the entire spectrum, across the entire 
spectrum of age, every day in this 
country. 

b 2200 

So I just urge my colleagues again, 
we run at a fast pace around here, but 
if one has an opportunity to put one’s 
hand on the shoulder of a friend, and I 
am sure all of my colleagues would do 
it, and I wish I would have had the op-
portunity to do it, it might just work; 
it might just prevent somebody from 
being in such despair that they ruin 
the most ultimate gift that God could 
give us. 
PUEBLO, COLORADO: HOME OF A HERO, WILLIAM 

J. CRAWFORD 
Mr. McINNIS. Mr. Speaker, I want to 

talk about another sad event last 
week, although the gentleman lived a 
full life, and that is about a gentleman 
named William Crawford, a Congres-
sional Medal of Honor winner. My dis-
trict is the Third Congressional Dis-
trict of Colorado, and just for those of 
my colleagues that need reminding, 
that includes most of the mountains of 
Colorado, all the resorts: Aspen, Colo-
rado; Vail, Steamboat, Telluride; it has 
the industrial community of Pueblo, it 
has the San Luis Valley, it has Du-
rango, down there in the Four Corners, 

the Anasazi ruins, the Colorado Na-
tional Monuments, part of the Rocky 
Mountain National Monument, part of 
the Black Canyon National Monument. 
As my colleagues can see, any time I 
talk about my district, I get in kind of 
a promotional mood because it is such 
a wonderful district. 

But there is another reason that 
stands out besides the natural beauty 
of this district and the people of this 
district, and that is that Pueblo, Colo-
rado is what we call the Home of He-
roes. Mr. Speaker, this last week we 
had four living members from the com-
munity who received the Congressional 
Medal of Honor. This was not awarded, 
they deserved this, they worked for it. 
I do not have to go into what the Con-
gressional Medal of Honor means, al-
though in my opinion, any recipient of 
the Congressional Medal of Honor is at 
the very highest of the echelon as far 
as a definition of what being an Amer-
ican is all about. 

Well, last week we lost one of our 
four; it was William Crawford. He 
passed away last Tuesday and actually 
they were holding a memorial service 
today at the United States Air Force 
Academy. I thought I would talk just a 
little about what Mr. Crawford did and 
how he earned the Congressional Medal 
of Honor. I guess the best way to do 
that is just take directly from the 
script which described his actions. 

But before I do that, let me say that 
one of the things that causes me some, 
I guess one would say discouragement, 
is when I read throughout the sports 
pages of our newspapers in this coun-
try, we read about heroes in sports. My 
opinion is there are celebrities in 
sports and there are a lot of talented 
celebrities in sports, but we really 
ought to be very cautious and very 
selfish about the use of the word ‘‘he-
roes.’’ The word ‘‘heroes’’ really should 
be placed not on sports figures, but fig-
ures like William Crawford, figures 
like the firemen or the policemen that 
lose their lives. I think we lose a police 
officer every 28 hours in this country. 
This year has been a bad year for our 
firemen as well. We have lost several 
firemen in the line of duty. 

But let us go back to Mr. Crawford. I 
am not over-using the word when I use 
the word ‘‘hero.’’ He was given this 
medal and this recognition for con-
spicuous gallantry at the risk of life 
above and beyond the call of duty in 
action with the enemy in Italy on Sep-
tember 13, 1943. When Company I at-
tacked an enemy-held position on hill 
424, the 3rd Platoon, in which Private 
Crawford was a squad scout, attacked 
as base platoon for the company. 

After reaching the crest of the hill, 
the platoon was pinned down by in-
tense enemy machine gun and small 
arms fire. Locating one of these guns, 
which was dug in on a terrace on his 
immediate front, Private Crawford, 
without orders and on his own initia-

tive, moved over the hill directly into 
the line of fire and crawled to a point 
within a few yards of the gun emplace-
ment and single-handedly stood up and 
destroyed the machine gun emplace-
ment, killed three of the crew with a 
hand grenade and thus, enabled his pla-
toon to continue its advance. 

So he climbs over the first hill, he is 
in the direct line of fire of a machine 
gun, he is able to crawl under the ma-
chine gun fire, he gets right up to the 
machine gun emplacement, he stands 
up, he eliminates three of the enemy 
and throws a hand grenade in and de-
stroys the machine gun emplacement. 
But it does not stop there. 

They go to the next hill and after 
reaching the crest of that hill, once 
again they are pinned down by enemy 
fire, and once again Private Crawford 
decides unilaterally to do what he can 
do to save the platoon. He moves for-
ward once again in the face of intense 
fire and here, instead of one machine 
gun emplacement we have two machine 
gun emplacements, but they are side- 
by-side. As Private Crawford crawls up, 
he goes first to the left and is able to 
engage in a hand grenade throw, throw-
ing a hand grenade into the first em-
placement, destroys that one and then 
stands, throws a second hand grenade 
and using machine gun fire of his own 
is able to kill the members or elimi-
nate the second machine gun emplace-
ment. But the machine gun was still 
able to be used, so he jumps into the 
emplacement, takes over the German 
machine gun and then turns it on the 
German troops who were then retreat-
ing and was able to provide cover for 
his platoon while they move into a 
safer location. 

That takes a lot of guts, and for that 
he was awarded the Congressional 
Medal of Honor. His passing is some-
thing that we all see with sadness, but 
I can tell my colleagues that during his 
81 years, he lived a good life. He was 
properly recognized by his country for 
being what an American is all about, 
and that is putting duty and honor 
ahead of self, and that is exactly what 
Private Crawford did. 

GASOLINE PRICES OUT OF CONTROL 
Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, if I could 

move to another subject. I want to 
visit with my colleagues a little more, 
and I have read with some interest 
about the administration’s policy on 
these high gasoline prices. I am not 
sure and, in fact, I would guess that the 
President and the administration and 
probably all of the cabinet officials, I 
would be surprised if they pump their 
own gas. 

Mr. Speaker, I have news for my col-
leagues out there. Somebody better 
take a look at that price at the gas 
pump. Now, I know our economy is in 
the best shape it has been in the his-
tory of the country, and we could go 
into that in some detail. So it gives 
cause to some people to say oh, well, it 
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is just something we have to live with. 
But there are a lot of people out there 
who have jobs, who are just getting by, 
and that high gasoline price has a huge 
impact on them. The cost of oil does 
not just affect gasoline in one’s vehi-
cle, by the way, it affects everything 
we use, everything we use in this coun-
try: medicine, production, plastics, 
rubber, generation of heat, generation 
of energy, you name it, the list could 
go on and on and on. This high price of 
gasoline is something that the admin-
istration’s policy, in my opinion, needs 
to be more focused upon. 

Now, it is not like they are ignoring 
it, but they are not standing up to the 
cartel. What do you mean the cartel? 
What is the cartel? Let us talk about 
what a cartel is first. 

I pulled it out of the dictionary. A 
cartel: a combination of independent, 
commercial or industrial enterprises, a 
combination of industrial or commer-
cial enterprises designed to limit com-
petition and fix prices. 

Adam Smith, Wealth of Nations, 
talked about a cartel, and the cartel, of 
course, as my colleagues know, is 
OPEC. So first of all, let us define what 
we are dealing with out there and then 
we will move on, because that helps us 
have a clear focus on the problem and 
then we can move on to what I think 
some of the solutions are. 

Let me point out that I think the ad-
ministration understands, somewhat, 
the problem. I think they have dis-
counted it because we have such a good 
economy, and I do not think the ad-
ministration, the Democrat adminis-
tration has moved to come up with any 
kind of solution. I will point out that 
the policy of the Secretary of Energy is 
to go over to OPEC and negotiate with 
them, and the Department expects the 
price to fall sometime in the future. It 
actually fell a little today. Well, that 
does not take a rocket scientist. I 
think OPEC is realizing, and they are 
right about at the point where the ball 
will bounce to bring it down just a lit-
tle. These negotiations are not going to 
result in something coming down. The 
price of oil is probably going to go 
down anyway in the next couple of 
months, but not to the extent that it 
should. That cartel still operates. 

How do we deal with a cartel? That is 
what the administration ought to be 
looking at. That is the key here. How 
do we deal with a cartel like OPEC? 
Let us go back just for a moment, be-
cause I know it is somewhat boring, 
perhaps, but let us look at the books. 
Probably, in my opinion, one of the 
greatest philosophers and writers 
about capitalism in this country, or in 
the history of the world was Adam 
Smith. Adam Smith says a cartel, he 
did not use the word cartel, he called it 
a monopoly, ‘‘A monopoly granted ei-
ther to an individual or to a trading 
company has the same effect as a se-
cret in trade or manufactures. The mo-

nopolists, by keeping the market con-
stantly understocked, by never fully 
supplying the effectual demand, sell 
their commodities much above the nat-
ural price, and raise their compensa-
tion, whether they consist in wages or 
profit, greatly above the natural rate.’’ 

So we have a system in balance out 
there. The natural rate is what Adam 
Smith refers to. But the monopoly al-
lows one to exceed the natural rate. 

‘‘The price of a monopoly is upon 
every occasion the highest which can 
be gotten. The natural price, or the 
price that is the result of the market, 
on the contrary, is the lowest which 
can be taken, not upon every occasion, 
but for any considerable time together. 
That is the one that is struck by com-
petition. The one that is upon every oc-
casion the highest which can be 
squeezed out of the buyers, or which, it 
is supposed, they will consent to give. 
The other is the lowest which the sell-
ers can commonly afford to take, and 
at the same time that the sellers can 
afford to take, but at the same time 
continue their business.’’ That is an 
important last few words, continue 
their business. 

My colleagues may be able to pay 
this price of oil for some period of 
time, but can we continue our course of 
business? 

‘‘Such enhancements of the market 
price may last as long as the regula-
tions of police which give occasion to 
them. 

‘‘Monopoly, besides, is a great enemy 
to good management.’’ Let me repeat 
that. ‘‘Monopoly is a great enemy to 
good management, which can never be 
universally established but in con-
sequence of that free and universal 
competition which forces everybody to 
have recourse to it for the sake of self 
defense.’’ 

What does all that say? What it says 
is we have a system in balance out 
there and if we allow the cartel to pro-
ceed on the basis of which this cartel 
called OPEC is proceeding, these gas 
prices which are not their natural 
price, they are the highest price you 
can pull out, when you allow that car-
tel to exist without some type of reper-
cussion, it upsets the apple cart, it up-
sets the market cart, and that is where 
it comes down. The interpretation is 
maybe not for those of you who are 
wealthy, but for those people in this 
society who are not wealthy, they are 
the ones that are stung first and they 
are the ones that are stung the hardest. 

I can tell my colleagues that many 
times in the chamber we deal perhaps 
with the wealthier class of society, but 
there is huge part out there that we 
cannot ignore. There are a lot of people 
out there that this gas price is hurting 
and it is stinging, and the administra-
tion has an obligation to stand up to 
this cartel. The administration’s policy 
should be very clear on its action. 

The United States has allowed itself 
to become more and more dependent on 

foreign oil over the years. There are a 
number of different reasons. One, the 
United States has become much less 
friendly in exploration on its own con-
tinent. In fact, many other countries 
are saying, why should we allow the 
United States to come into our country 
to do exploration for oil and take our 
oil while they are reluctant to do ex-
ploration in their own country. That is 
one factor that has caused our depend-
ence, more dependence on foreign oil. 

The other, in my opinion, is that the 
administration’s policy is asleep at the 
gas pump, let us put it that way. They 
have been awakened recently, not sud-
denly; it is kind of like a bear that is 
in hibernation: Kind of a slow aware-
ness that there is a gas price problem 
out there on the market. There is a gas 
price problem for the average working 
American, and it impacts their fami-
lies and it impacts education and it im-
pacts jobs and it impacts our economy. 

b 2215 

What do we do about OPEC? Well, let 
us talk about OPEC first of all. What 
are the countries of OPEC? I think we 
should take a look at that: Algeria, 
Libya, Indonesia, Nigeria, Iran, Iraq, 
Kuwait, Saudi Arabia, UAE, Venezuela. 
But there are few of them I want to 
point out specifically. That is the car-
tel. Those are the countries. 

Remember one of the countries I 
mentioned, Kuwait. Remember how, 
just a few short years ago, it was 
American forces that got together and 
led international forces to take Iraq 
and force them out of their invasion of 
this country, Kuwait. We lost Amer-
ican soldiers. We lost young American 
soldiers, men and women, for this 
country Kuwait. This is how they show 
appreciation; they become a member of 
a cartel to stick it to the United 
States. 

Now, I am not saying they are not 
entitled to a fair price. The market de-
termines a fair price. Everybody is en-
titled to a fair price if the product has 
demand and if you supply what the 
consumers want. But to go outside the 
model of the marketplace and put to-
gether a monopoly which, by the way, 
is illegal in our country under most 
circumstances, to put that together 
under the form of a cartel, that is 
where we are out of kilter here. 

Now, what do we do? What kind of re-
lationship do we have with some of 
these countries? Well, some of these 
countries, we do not trade with them. 
Iran, although my colleague, I believe 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
SHERMAN), noted that last week the 
Clinton administration’s new policy is 
on caviar and some other products, the 
United States has now opened the mar-
ket to Iran. So while this cartel is forc-
ing gas prices to unprecedented highs 
in this country, the administration’s 
policy is opening up more free trade 
with Iran. 
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Let us talk a little about some of the 

exports. This is kind of a two-way 
street. In my opinion, the Democratic 
policy here is kind of close your eyes, 
it will go down here by its natural self. 
Let us pretend it is not happening. 
Stall for a few weeks. Then if we get in 
a real crisis right before the election, 
our policy ought to be stand forward 
and hammer it. But right now, let us 
just kind of hope it goes away on its 
own. Well, even if the price drops a lit-
tle, even if this price goes down, this 
thing is not going to go away. 

We have got to use some leverage. Do 
not be mistaken. All of the leverage 
does not belong to OPEC. It does not 
belong to that cartel. The United 
States of America and other free coun-
tries in this world have some leverage 
in this situation. 

Number one, we ought to go back to 
our friends, like Kuwait and say, how 
many years ago was it that we came 
into your country and gave you your 
country back? It cost American lives. 
It cost Americans billions of dollars. 
But we did it, one, because it was the 
right thing to do; but, two, we think 
there should be some appreciation in 
the future, not to put together this car-
tel. So that is one point of leverage, we 
can go to Kuwait. 

But we can go to any number of 
countries. We can go to Algeria. We 
can go to Indonesia. We can go to Iraq. 
We can go to Nigeria. We can go to 
Saudi Arabia. We can go to the UAE 
and say, hey, do you know what, we do 
buy oil from you, but you buy products 
from us. You buy American products. 
Then we ought to take a look at what 
those American products are. 

Do my colleagues know a lot of the 
oil that comes out of the ground that 
OPEC takes out of the ground, they do 
it with American ingenuity. It is 
American ingenuity that takes a lot of 
that oil out of that ground over there 
in the OPEC nations. So they are using 
our product. 

Take, for example, the steel casing 
that they put into the well, the drill 
bits that they go down into the well, 
the engineering technology of how to 
make it all come together, a lot of that 
is American product. 

In my opinion, the administration 
has some leverage there. The Demo-
cratic administration needs to stand up 
and say, wait a minute, what is good 
for the goose is good for the gander. 
You guys want to stick it to us on the 
price of oil. Maybe we ought to stand 
back up and renegotiate what the price 
of engineering services from America 
are. Maybe we ought to talk about the 
price of American products upon which 
you are dependent. Maybe we ought to 
do a little negotiation on products 
versus products. 

Oh, it is great to send over a Sec-
retary and have a cup of coffee and 
talk to them and say, look, you are 
really offending us. Let us lower these 

prices. You have got to get tough. This 
is the business world out there. 

Do not discount this cartel. These 
are smart people. They figured out 
America is pretty easy to stick it to 
because they do not fight back. It is 
pretty easy to negotiate with this ad-
ministration because they do not stand 
up and get tough on some of these 
issues. I am saying you have got to 
change that policy. 

I think we here in the House should 
encourage the Clinton administration 
to be more direct, more forthright, and 
more forceful, especially stress on the 
last, more forceful on the leverage that 
we have with these OPEC nations. Our 
consumers will be better for it. 

Now, I know that the President’s pol-
icy came out in the last couple weeks 
and says, well, we need more energy 
conservation, and we need more solar 
energy, and we need more efficiency. 
That is all well and good. I mean, that 
is fine. I agree with some of those 
things. That is not going to happen to-
morrow. That is not going to happen 
next week. 

We are spending hundreds of millions 
of dollars trying to do that right now. 
Do my colleagues know what, the Gov-
ernment has really never come up with 
the solution. The people that have 
come up with the best solutions are the 
people that have the most to lose. Car 
efficiencies are not determined by the 
Government or invented by the Gov-
ernment. They are created by the car 
manufacturers who know that the con-
sumers out there want more efficiency 
in their automobiles. 

But the point I am trying to make 
here is that this administration, with 
our support, ought to stand up to OPEC 
and say, hey, we are going to talk 
about these American products. Maybe 
we ought to put a special fee on Amer-
ican products, maybe 1,000 percent fee 
or something on those products until 
you begin to negotiate a little on your 
oil prices. 

As I said, these are smart people. The 
only way, in my opinion, you can nego-
tiate with tough people is you send 
tough people in to negotiate with 
them. You cannot go in to a tough ne-
gotiator, show your hand, and frankly, 
act weak. They smell weakness. They 
can see it a mile away. They are like a 
good poker player. They can sense it a 
long time before you know they have 
sensed it. 

We do not have any reason to go in 
there with weakness. The United 
States of America is a strong country. 
It is a country that has a lot of lever-
age on this cartel. It is a country that 
ought to use it so we can bring those 
gasoline prices down at the pump so 
that we can get a barrel of oil down to 
a price that we are not going to impact 
everything from education to our econ-
omy. 

Now, we say education. Now that we 
get education in here, I just saw it the 

other day that some school has had to 
curtail their field trips because of the 
price of fuel to take their buses on 
these trips. They have had to cut back. 
That is the only place they thought 
they could cut back. It is having an im-
pact, I say to the President. The ad-
ministration ought to know this. 

Now, I know in Washington, D.C., 
there is a lot of black limousines and 
big fancy cars, and the price of gasoline 
may not be such a big deal with a lot 
of the people in the Government. But I 
am telling my colleagues, even here in 
Washington, D.C., there is a lot of peo-
ple that go to work every day that do 
not drive in a black limousine; and 
there is a lot of people being impacted 
by these prices. I think the administra-
tion has an obligation to be tough, to 
get in there and wrestle with these peo-
ple. 

Take a look at what we ship Kuwait, 
for example. Again, as a reminder, this 
is the country that we went to war for 
a few years back, 7 or 8 or 9 years ago. 
It is a country that we gave lives for. 
Here is what Kuwait buys from us: air-
craft and associated equipment, civil 
engineering products, contractor prod-
ucts, pumps, air or other gas compres-
sors, fans, motor vehicles, chemical 
products, analysis and measuring tools, 
instruments, heating and cooling 
equipment, pumps for liquids. 

Every category I just mentioned to 
my colleagues is necessary for the pro-
duction of oil. Yet, the administration 
has not mentioned one of those prod-
ucts to the best of our knowledge in 
their negotiations with OPEC about 
this cartel that has been formed to 
stick it to the free world. 

So I hope that, although I am not 
sure, I would hope that some message 
gets through to the administration 
that we have got to be a little tougher 
on these prices, that these prices are 
having a huge impact, a huge impact 
on the consumer in America. 

Today, we just saw the interest rate 
go up another quarter of a percent. 
Well, this is just the beginning of our 
problems if we do not do something 
about that gasoline price and the cost 
of oil. 

This last weekend, Mr. Speaker, 
there was an interesting article in the 
Denver Post. We are moving to a new 
subject. I want to talk about guns here 
for a little while. Last week, I talked 
about guns. I talked about OPEC as 
well, because I have not seen anything 
positive happen in regards to OPEC. 

But let us talk about guns. It is a 
sensitive issue. It is an issue that ev-
erybody in the country is concerned 
about. It is an issue that responsible 
gun owners are concerned about. It is 
an issue that manufacturers of guns 
are concerned about. It is an issue that 
the Government talks about being con-
cerned about. It is an issue that every 
one of us in these Chambers are con-
cerned about. 

VerDate Aug 04 2004 12:10 Aug 12, 2004 Jkt 079102 PO 00000 Frm 00034 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR00\H21MR0.001 H21MR0



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 3101 March 21, 2000 
What is responsibility in gun owner-

ship? What is government responsi-
bility in regards to gun ownership? 
What is the manufacturer’s responsi-
bility in regards to gun ownership? Let 
us visit for a few minutes about that. 

Let me begin by saying that the Den-
ver Post ran an article this last week-
end. In the Federal Government, we 
have an agency whose focus is to look 
and to inspect on behalf of the Govern-
ment people who sell guns, illegal 
weapons, and so on. It is called the Al-
cohol, Tobacco and Firearms, not an 
agency that has a good reputation, as 
my colleagues know, because of the 
disaster at Waco and a number of other 
issues. They do not exactly have the 
kind of reputation that the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation enjoys. 

But the ATF, that is the agency we 
are talking about, they have respon-
sibilities. As I mentioned to my col-
leagues, when we talk about guns, we 
want to look at a number of different 
responsibilities: first, the gun owner; 
second, the gun manufacturer; third, 
the gun retailer; and, fourth, the Gov-
ernment. 

So the Government’s primary agency 
here is the ATF. Those are the people 
that go out into the field. They go, for 
example, to a gun shop and see if the 
owner of the gun shop, the proprietor 
of the gun shop, is in compliance with 
the law. 

Well, the Denver Post is a major 
newspaper in the State of Colorado. We 
have two major papers statewide, the 
Rocky Mountain News and the Denver 
Post. The Denver Post ran, I guess, a 
full disclosure or full story on the ATF 
and what they have done in Colorado. I 
will tell my colleagues, when they are 
done reading that story, it is the prime 
example of bureaucrats that are not 
doing a darn thing in my opinion. That 
is a bureaucracy that we ought to take 
a very close look at. 

Look, I am not one of these fanatics 
that says, get rid of the ATF, or the 
Government does not have a role in re-
sponsible gun ownership. We do have a 
role in responsible gun ownership. But 
we ought to begin by cleaning our own 
house. My colleagues ought to read 
this story about the Alcohol, Tobacco 
and Firearms in the State of Colorado. 

Let me go through some of it for my 
colleagues. The title of the story, ‘‘Al-
cohol, Tobacco and Firearms called 
slow to act.’’ 

‘‘Federal regulators let two Colorado 
gun stores stay in business long after 
investigators reported they had sold 
guns to criminals and were operated by 
men forbidden to possess the weapons.’’ 

So the Alcohol, Tobacco and Fire-
arms, this bureaucrat agency that we 
have got, knew that the owners or the 
proprietors of these gun shops, one, 
should not be selling guns, had violated 
criminal statutes, and, yet, they con-
tinue to allow them to operate in their 
operation. 

Two examples. One of them happens 
to be in my district, by the way. Lake-
wood, Colorado, the U.S. Bureau of Al-
cohol, Tobacco and Firearms granted a 
new firearms license to one Lawrence 
Lockert after State investigators con-
cluded he had repeatedly sold handguns 
to people disqualified on background 
checks, including the convicted felon 
found running his shop. 
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Lockert kept the license, despite a 
1998 restraining order prohibiting him 
from having weapons as well as bond 
conditions regarding that restraining 
order and a 1999 guilty plea to domestic 
violence charge. 

A further comment on that: The 
records show that the ATF was in-
formed that Lockert sold handguns to 
people with criminal records nearly 4 
years before the agency took action. 

So in this Lakewood case, they knew 
there was a problem. The Colorado Bu-
reau of Investigation, which is a good 
solid agency in Colorado, informed Al-
cohol, Tobacco and Firearms that the 
problem existed, Alcohol, Tobacco and 
Firearms knew that the problem ex-
isted, and they sat on it for 4 years. 
For 4 years. 

How can we in Washington, how can 
those of us in elected office from our 
local States talk about responsibility 
of the gun owners when the govern-
ment itself continues to drop the foot-
ball on the very basic laws that are al-
ready in existence? How can we talk 
about rushing to the House floor to 
pass more and more gun laws when the 
current gun laws we have are being ig-
nored by our own agencies? We need to 
clean house, and Alcohol, Tobacco and 
Firearms is a place to start. 

Let me go further. In CBI, which I 
mentioned before is the Colorado Bu-
reau of Investigation, they found 10 in-
stances in Lakewood in 18 months in 
which customers had acquired hand-
guns despite being denied criminal 
background checks. So, remember, we 
put in criminal background checks. I 
happen to agree with that. I do not 
have a problem with background 
checks. We put that in effect and, de-
spite the fact that is in place, this deal-
er ignored it on 10 different occasions. 
Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms found 
out he ignored it on 10 different occa-
sions and just turned the other way. 

Now, when they were asked for a re-
sponse, they gave two excuses. One of 
the excuses was, well, we just kind of 
lost track of the case. Now, that sounds 
reassuring. That sounds pretty good to 
hear from the government. We have a 
problem out there. We have somebody 
who ought not to be selling guns, it is 
against the law, who violated the law 
on a number of occasions, and they just 
kind of lost track of the case. 

The second excuse here, and I should 
point out here that I used to be a police 
officer, and I know when there is a 

problem, when a mistake is made, the 
easiest thing to do, as a cop, is to 
blame it on lack of resources. It is kind 
of like education. We never hear about 
the fact we need higher standards. Peo-
ple say, well, we did not have enough 
money. And that is exactly what Alco-
hol, Tobacco and Firearms said to the 
Denver Post. We had very limited re-
sources. 

Well, that does not work this time. 
Does not work, Alcohol, Tobacco and 
Firearms. That agency has received in-
crease after increase after increase in 
their budget, and they are still neg-
ligent out there with some pretty crit-
ical cases. 

Let me talk about the second case. 
Delta, Colorado, in my district. It is a 
great community. I hope some of my 
colleagues have an opportunity to 
visit. But let me talk about the situa-
tion with a gun dealer out there. In 
Delta, State and Federal agents discov-
ered in 1996 that a man in prison three 
times on kidnapping and weapons 
charges was operating a store with a 
Federal license to sell guns. The ATF 
let the shop, licensed in the names of 
his wife and son, sell guns until its li-
cense expired more than a year later. 
Despite the fact there were clear 
grounds for charges, no charges were 
filed. 

I mean, come on. We need to go after 
these people. And we need an agency 
that can do it. Look, I represent the 
West, and we have a very independent 
nature out there. We are not sold that 
we need big government coming into 
our back yard there to help us. We are 
not sold that we need more and more 
regulations. We happen to believe there 
are a lot of laws on the books that if 
enforced could go a long ways towards 
solving the tragedies that we all ac-
knowledge exist out there. But, 
dadgummit, every one of us have a 
right to look at these agencies and tell 
these bureaucrats to get off dead cen-
ter. 

Today, I am sure that the director of 
the ATF had on his desk a copy of the 
article from the Denver Post yesterday 
morning when he got in, I would hope 
by 9 a.m. in the morning. When he got 
in and looked at that article, he should 
have been on the phone 2 hours later 
saying, all right, which agents were re-
sponsible for this? What kind of action 
have these agents taken? What is being 
done by the supervisor for the Colorado 
region to make sure it never happens 
again? What is being done to make sure 
it does not repeat itself? I mean this 
guy ought to be, or this gal, ought to 
be enraged. Whoever runs that agency 
ought to be enraged. 

My bet is not much has happened 
over there at the slow moving Alcohol, 
Tobacco and Firearms. Now, I am not 
talking about all of the agents. We 
have some good people that work for 
that agency out there. But we have to 
look at the historical basis. We look at 
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performance. We look at standards. In 
my opinion, the Alcohol, Tobacco and 
Firearms, on a number of occasions, 
whether we talk about Waco or any 
number of cases, but when we talk 
about Colorado, the ATF has failed us. 
They have failed the people of the 
State of Colorado and they have failed 
the people they work for, which are the 
people of the United States. We are not 
enforcing the laws that are on the 
books. 

Well, that moves me into the next 
subject, a subject that is dear to my 
heart. We will have a bill introduced 
tomorrow by the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MCCOLLUM), the prime spon-
sor. It is a good bill and it highlights a 
project that I talked about last week, 
but I think it is important enough to 
talk about it again. We are trying to do 
everything we can and all of us, col-
leagues, every one of us in this cham-
ber, we need to help step up public 
awareness of this project. 

This project, Colorado Project Exile, 
now, obviously the bill the gentleman 
from Florida is introducing tomorrow 
is Project Exile from a national level, 
but I want to talk a little more about 
what we are doing in Colorado. We all 
know that the Colombine situation 
that occurred there. We know the sen-
sitivities that are happening across 
this country. So Colorado is a good 
place to talk about. It is a State that 
prides itself on its independence. It is a 
State in which a lot of its citizens own 
weapons. It is a State that has belief in 
the second amendment of the Constitu-
tion, but it is also a State that has 
stepped forward and taken a very ag-
gressive stance on its Project Exile. 

Colorado’s Project Exile has received 
bipartisan support from Democrats and 
Republicans. Our Democrat Attorney 
General Ken Salazar and his staff, very 
competent, they are in the lead on this. 
Tom Strickland, Democrat U.S. Attor-
ney, he is the guy that put this project 
together in the State of Colorado. Our 
governor, who in my opinion is the fin-
est governor in the history of the State 
of Colorado, Bill Owens, and his cabi-
net, they are behind us 100 percent and 
helping us with resources. Every sher-
iff’s department, to the best of my 
knowledge, every police department, 
every newspaper in the State of Colo-
rado, has endorsed this project. 

The beauty of this project is it does 
not require one more law. Not one 
more law. It is not saying, U.S. House 
of Representatives get together and 
put together some more gun legisla-
tion. It is not going to the State legis-
lature of the State of Colorado and say-
ing we do not have enough laws on 
guns. It is a focused effort to take a 
look at the laws we have and how can 
we enforce that to bring about respon-
sibility. 

Now, I can say, and I should say, to 
do credit to Richmond, Virginia, that 
is where Project Exile got kind of its 

original start, to the best of my knowl-
edge. What happened in that commu-
nity is that in 1997, Richmond, Vir-
ginia, suffered the second highest per 
capita murder rate in the country. 
They implemented this project, what 
they called Project Exile. And why the 
words Project Exile? Obviously, project 
is self-explanatory. Exile is, hey, you 
do the crime, you do the time kind of 
philosophy; except here, you break the 
law, we exile you to prison. You are 
going to pay the price. There is going 
to be a consequence for breaking the 
law. 

And there ought to be a consequence. 
And the consequence in Richmond, Vir-
ginia, is going to be immediate. It is 
going to be severe and it will mean 
something. And in Richmond, Virginia, 
we are going to go out and do public 
awareness. And in Virginia we are 
going to go out and have the public 
help us with public awareness. Just 
like the crime marches program. We 
want the people to get the word out. 

The second amendment is an amend-
ment worth standing up for. But if 
someone abuses the responsibility, if 
they are violating the law, they are 
going to pay a price for it because we 
do not want to tolerate it. It is kind of 
like good cop, bad cop. The best thing 
good cops could do, the best thing good 
cops could do, having been a former 
cop, is get rid of the bad cops. That is 
the best thing to do. It is the same 
thing here. The best those of us who 
believe in the second amendment could 
do is do something about the people 
who violate the law. And that is what 
Project Exile is about. 

In 1998, after they initiated this, 
their homicides dropped by a third. Al-
most immediately their homicides 
dropped by a third. Their project in-
volved Federal, State and local author-
ity, and so does ours in Colorado, and 
we will go through that in a little more 
detail here in a bit. Under Project 
Exile in Virginia, 390 defendants were 
prosecuted in Federal Court in a very 
short period of time. 

What we did in Colorado is we have 
adopted the same program, and this is 
a poster that I have here that is a du-
plicate of billboards that we have gone 
out with throughout the State of Colo-
rado. And let me tell my colleagues 
that we have also had not just partici-
pation from Tom Strickland and Ken 
Salazar and Bill Owens and Russell 
George and Ray Powers, who is presi-
dent of the Senate, president of the 
House respectively, we have also got 
help from the business community. We 
have got help from the citizens of Colo-
rado. 

We have made this a partnership. We 
have got assistance from the Federal 
government. And the McCollum bill, 
which will be introduced tomorrow on 
Project Exile, will go a long ways in 
helping make the Federal Government 
a bigger partner. But we have taken 

the U.S. Attorney’s Office, who has co-
ordinated it with the State Attorney 
General’s office, with the State gov-
ernor, and then we have gone to the 
business community and said help us 
fund this advertising campaign; help us 
get out the message that in Colorado if 
you break the law, you pay the price, 
and help us pay the price. 

That is why I am so upset with the 
ATF. They have dropped the ball in 
Colorado and, darn it, they ought to 
get back there and do their job. They 
have an obligation to us to do their 
job. 

Well, what our exile law does, and, as 
I said, it does not require one more new 
law, no more new laws, it goes out and 
says, hey, first of all, we want to make 
sure every police officer in the State of 
Colorado knows what the Federal gun 
laws are. We are going on the assump-
tion, and it is a good assumption to 
make, that every police officer in the 
State of Colorado already knows what 
their municipal laws are in regards to 
guns, they already know what their 
State laws are in regards to guns, but 
they probably do not, understandably, 
know quickly what the Federal gun 
laws are. So we are giving them each a 
laminated placard, just like this, and 
very briefly it states what the Federal 
gun laws are. So if they make a stop or 
they have a contact with a suspect who 
has a weapon, they can very quickly 
scan this card. And if they see a viola-
tion, they can do something with it. 

What we have decided to do under 
our Project Exile is, any time a suspect 
is arrested with a gun violation or 
some kind of criminal activity that in-
volves a gun, we immediately coordi-
nate our municipal laws that are al-
ready in existence, our local laws, 
county laws that are already in exist-
ence, and our State and Federal laws 
that are already in existence. We then 
send it over to what we call our gun 
squad. The gun squad is a squad made 
up of prosecutors in these different 
agencies, primarily led by the U.S. At-
torney’s Office, again Tom Strickland. 
And what they do is they quickly do an 
evaluation on these violations and say, 
hey, this fella violated a Federal law. 
We can be tougher under the Federal 
law than we can the State law, so let 
us prosecute this in the Federal courts. 

In other words, what we are doing is 
we are putting an awareness campaign 
out there that if a violation of the law 
in Colorado in regards to guns, is going 
to be met with the toughest law we 
have on the books, we are going after 
that violator with the toughest law we 
have on the books. Why? Because the 
people who are breaking the law, 
frankly, are putting a bad reputation 
on those who are following the law. 

And, remember, possession of the 
weapon is not the big problem, it is 
misuse of the weapon. A lot of times in 
these chambers what we focus on is 
possession of the weapon. It is a diver-
sion. It is a red herring. What we need 
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to focus on is the misuse. And that is 
what Project Exile does. 

Now, in our public awareness cam-
paign we put, pack an illegal gun, pack 
your bags for prison. Report illegal 
guns, and we give a 1–800 number. One 
of the more successful programs we 
have had, as my colleagues know in 
their own neighborhoods, is crime 
watchers. 
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You call up, we give 1–800 names to 
turn in people. We offer rewards. We do 
not have to know your name; Crime 
Stoppers, different programs, Project 
Thief, things like that. 

We think we can reach the same kind 
of success here. If we know somebody 
has a fully automatic weapon, it is ob-
viously illegal. Call us on the 1–800 
number, we will go after them. We have 
got response teams. We are going to re-
spond to this, just like we respond to 
bank robbers. The alarm goes off, we 
respond. We hit it hard. We hit it fast. 

There was a day where bank rob-
beries were out of control in this coun-
try. We put together a responsive ef-
fort; that is what we are attempting to 
do here too. We have got some bad 
characters out there who are abusing 
the responsibilities, who are breaking 
the law, abusing the responsibilities as 
a citizen; we want to make them pay 
the price. 

Project Exile in Colorado is working, 
and it is only a few months old. We 
have seen dramatic results. We have 
seen excellent cooperation between the 
different law enforcement agencies. It 
is working. We did not pass the new 
law in Colorado in regards to this. We 
have gone into the books, we dusted 
them off, and it is working. 

We are also advocating and going 
after, and kudos to the Denver Post in 
Colorado for looking at the Federal 
agencies that are responsible and have 
a responsibility in this partnership who 
are sitting on their duffs, and that is 
exactly what the ATF in Colorado has 
done. 

You can be assured that when I go to 
Colorado, the ATF is not going to be 
very happy with me. I do not care. Do 
your job. You have got an obligation. 

Back to Project Exile. Let me say a 
few concluding remarks. This is impor-
tant. This will work. I know that there 
has been a lot of propaganda out there. 
There has been a lot of people on both 
sides of the aisle. You have got the 
handgun control outfits. You have got 
the NRA, all of these people. 

There has been a lot of discussion out 
there about guns. Most of the discus-
sions that are taking place out there, 
especially in regards to more laws, and 
more laws are not going to have the 
kind of impact that we are led to be-
lieve they will have. Do not be misled. 
It feels good. A lot of the propositions 
that come before us on this House floor 
are feel-good propositions. They make 

you think that you are doing some-
thing to help address this gun violence 
problem we have in this country. 

There is not a Member in this Cham-
ber that does not want to do something 
about this violence. We are sickened by 
it just like our constituents. We want 
to do something, but do not be misled 
on some of these feel-good bills. This is 
not a misleading deal. This is not feel- 
good. 

This is, where is the meat? There is 
the meat right there. Project Exile has 
the meat. Project Exile raises the 
stakes for the people that want to 
break the law. Project Exile incor-
porates a partnership, our citizens, our 
constituents, our businesses, to help us 
pay for those billboards, our law en-
forcement agencies, in coordination to 
go after these people. It will work, give 
it a chance. 

It worked in Richmond, Virginia. It 
is working in Colorado. It is going to 
work clear across this country as more 
and more communities adopt the 
Project Exile philosophy. 

Let me move to an entirely different 
subject, one I want to visit for a 
minute about the death tax. It is kind 
of interesting. I met a young person 
today. I guess this young person was 
about 15 years old. He talked to me 
about his family, his grandpa. Appar-
ently, his grandfather is sick or has 
passed away; and he said, my family is 
getting hit real hard with this tax. Can 
you tell me a little about the tax? 

Well, I did not have an opportunity 
to visit with the young person, but I 
hope to later. Let me tell you what 
this country does. As you know, we 
have to have taxes. Obviously, we have 
to have taxes in this country. We need 
to fund our defense. We need to fund 
our transportation, et cetera, et cetera. 
But years and years ago, because some 
people in this country thought that 
other people in this country were too 
wealthy and that we really ought to 
transfer wealth instead of through 
work or instead of through the Adam 
Smith philosophy, we ought to transfer 
wealth by going to the wealthy people 
and saying we taxed you throughout 
your life; but upon death, we are going 
to go ahead and tax property that has 
already been taxed. That is a clever 
way to redistribute wealth. 

Let us just defy the age-old proven 
theory of ADAM SMITH and the open 
market. Let us just transfer, redis-
tribute wealth by taking from the rich 
and giving to the poor, the old Robin 
Hood philosophy. That is kind of the 
beginnings of the death tax in this 
country. 

Is the death tax justified? No. It de-
fies the logic of what our system is 
built upon. We all carry a fair share, 
but redistribution of wealth through 
taxation does not work. What does the 
death tax do? 

I will tell what kind of impact, and 
colleagues you know this. If you do 

not, go out there and look at any small 
business in this country, if they have 
been in business very long, if their 
business has grown very fast, or if the 
homes that your constituents reside in 
for very long, they can easily be facing 
the punitive action of the Federal Gov-
ernment coming in upon their death 
and imposing a tax on their estate. It 
is called the death tax. It is unfair. 

Now, remember it would be fair, I 
would guess, if you had some property 
out there where the fair share of tax 
had not been paid on it and you came 
in and said, you know, you have not 
paid your fair share of tax, so we are 
going to assess a tax. But that is not 
what happened in the death tax. In the 
death tax, you are being taxed, with 
the exception of some IRA accounts; 
but that is very limited. You are being 
taxed on property that you have al-
ready paid taxes on at least once, prob-
ably two or three times. 

It is devastating. In districts like 
mine, where we have lots of ranches; 
we have lots of small family oper-
ations. These families cannot go out 
and afford the life insurance. I had one 
fellow say to me, look, just tell these 
ranchers to go out and buy life insur-
ance, so when they pass away they can 
still pass the property on to their fam-
ily, because the life insurance pays for 
the taxes. 

I said wake up, you are going on the 
assumption that there is enough 
money made in ranching and farming 
and small business to pay the kind of 
premiums that are necessary to give 
the Government that kind of money. It 
does not happen. 

And what happens in Colorado? For 
example, take a ranch, take a family 
ranch, one of the things that we are 
proud of in Colorado, you are proud of 
in Pennsylvania, you are proud any-
where that you have got open space, is 
we have families who have generation 
after generation worked and tilled the 
land that they support themselves and 
their neighbors off of, and they take a 
lot of pride in that. 

Now, they face all kinds of obstacles 
in being a small rancher, a farmer, the 
market, number one, the commodity 
prices falling, the costs of doing busi-
ness. Do you think on top of it we 
ought to give them the biggest obstacle 
of all, and that is their own govern-
ment coming in and saying, upon your 
death, we are going to tax you again on 
this property? 

In Colorado, when you go into a 
small ranch and you do that, you know 
what then, instead of ranching being, 
perhaps, the use of the property that is 
desired, it then develops into highest 
and best use theory, which means you 
take that 3,000-acre ranch and divide it 
up into 35-acre partials and build 
homes all over it. It is the only way 
really in a lot of circumstances, if you 
do not have the wealth to afford life in-
surance, you can get out of this tax-
ation. 
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I want people to be aware that there 

is a distinct difference between the 
Democrats, the administration’s policy 
on the estate tax, the death tax, and 
the Republicans. The Republicans 
have, and I am not trying to be par-
tisan here, but this is a partisan issue. 
This death tax has become a partisan 
issue. The Republicans are saying that 
this is an unfair tax on its face. 

It is punitive on its face. The Demo-
cratic administration has come in and 
now this year in their budget, in the 
Clinton-Gore budget, they have pro-
posed an increase in the estate tax, an 
increase, not help us get rid of it. I 
mean, the least they could do is help 
neutralize it or not raise it, but the 
Clinton-Gore administration has come 
in and said we are going to raise the es-
tate tax. 

And for any of my colleagues that 
might shake their heads, cannot be-
lieve it, take a look at the budget pro-
posal. It is in there, a $9.5 billion in-
crease. The estate tax is fundamentally 
unfair, and we should do something 
about that. 

In conclusion, as you know, we cov-
ered a bunch of different topics this 
evening. If I were to say what was the 
most important, it is, one, Alcohol, To-
bacco and Firearms, get out there and 
do your job in Colorado. You have got 
the resources. Do not use it as an ex-
cuse. The people deserve more from 
your agency. 

Number two, Project Exile will work. 
Help us. Adopt it in your States; talk 
to your constituents about Project 
Exile. And, congratulations, by the 
way, to all of the partners in our 
Project Exile partnership in Colorado, 
whether it is Tom Strickland; Ken 
Salazar; my friend, Bill Owens; Ross 
George; Ray Powers; whoever it is out 
there, you are doing a good. We are 
going to make it work. 

f 

b 2300 

RECESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

WELDON of Florida). Pursuant to clause 
12 of rule I, the Chair declares the 
House in recess subject to the call of 
the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 11 p.m.), the House 
stood in recess subject to the call of 
the Chair. 

f 

b 2317 

AFTER RECESS 
The recess having expired, the House 

was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. WELDON of Florida) at 11 
o’clock and 18 minutes p.m. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
S. 1287, NUCLEAR WASTE POLICY 
AMENDMENTS ACT OF 2000 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART, from the Com-

mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-

leged report (Rept. No. 106–532) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 444) providing for 
consideration of the Senate bill (S. 
1287) to provide for the storage of spent 
nuclear fuel pending completion of the 
nuclear waste repository, and for other 
purposes, which was referred to the 
House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 3822, OIL PRICE REDUCTION 
ACT OF 2000 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 106–533) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 445) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3822) to 
reduce, suspend, or terminate any as-
sistance under the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 and the Arms Export Con-
trol Act to each country determined by 
the President to be engaged in oil price 
fixing to the detriment of the United 
States economy, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the House 
Calendar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. BECERRA (at the request of Mr. 
GEPHARDT) for today on account of offi-
cial business. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois (at the request 
of Mr. GEPHARDT) for today on account 
of being unavoidably detained. 

Mrs. LOWEY (at the request of Mr. 
GEPHARDT) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of official busi-
ness. 

Mr. MCNULTY (at the request of Mr. 
GEPHARDT) for today on account of offi-
cial business. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY (at the request of 
Mr. GEPHARDT) for today and the bal-
ance of the week on account of official 
business. 

Mr. CRANE (at the request of Mr. 
ARMEY) for today and the next month 
on account of medical reasons. 

Mr. GREENWOOD (at the request of Mr. 
ARMEY) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of participating in 
a CODEL to India. 

Mr. ROYCE (at the request of Mr. 
ARMEY) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of participating in 
a CODEL to India. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts) 
to revise and extend their remarks and 
include extraneous material:) 

Mr. FORD, for 5 minutes, today. 

Ms. BERKLEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. RAMSTAD) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. NORWOOD, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. MILLER of Florida, for 5 minutes, 

March 22. 
Mr. RAMSTAD, for 5 minutes, today, 

March 22, and March 23. 
Mr. CAMP, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes, 

March 28. 
Mrs. BIGGERT, for 5 minutes, March 

22. 
Mr. MORAN of Kansas, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. SOUDER, for 5 minutes, March 27. 
Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5 

minutes, today and March 22. 
Mr. PAUL, for 5 minutes, March 22. 

f 

SENATE CONCURRENT 
RESOLUTION REFERRED 

A concurrent resolution of the Sen-
ate of the following title was taken 
from the Speaker’s table and, under 
the rule, referred as follows: 

S. Con. Res. 96. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing and honoring the members of the 
American Hellenic Educational Progressive 
Association (AHEPA) who are being awarded 
the AHEPA Medal for Military Service for 
service in the Armed Forces of the United 
States; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 18 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, March 22, 2000, at 10:30 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

6694. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule—Importation of Pork and Pork Prod-
ucts From Yucatan and Sonora, Mexico 
[Docket No. 97–079–2] (RIN: 0579–AA91) re-
ceived January 20, 2000, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

6695. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service, 
Fruit and Vegetable Programs, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Domestically Produced 
and Imported Peanuts; Change in the Max-
imum Percentage of Foreign Material Al-
lowed Under Quality Requirements [Docket 
Nos. FV99–997–2 FIR, FV99–998–1FIR, and 
FV99–999–1 FIR] received January 20, 2000, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. 

6696. A letter from the Acting Director, De-
fense Procurement, Department of the De-
fense, transmitting the Department’s final 
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